Toannis Arvanitis 


A Way to the Transcription of Old 
Byzantine Chant by means of Written 


and Oral Tradition 


A. 

In the Greek Orthodox Church there 
has been an uninterrupted tradition of 
chant, each composer following, usually, 
in the footsteps of his predecessors. Cor- 
respondingly, there is a continuity 
between the various appearances of a 
hymn, or classes of hymns, through a very 
long period up to the time of Petros 
Lampadarios, who gave the music a form 
which through the transcriptions by the 
Three Teachers is still in use today. 

Starting from these transcriptions (that 
constitute a written tradition but at the 
same time are based on an oral tradition 
that indicates the specific function of the 
various musical signs), one can trace a 
way to the transcription of Old Byzan- 
tine Chant, especially that of the Heir- 
mologion and the Sticherarion, having in 
mind the continuity of the chant tradi- 
tion. 

In this paper will be dealt only with 
the subject of transcription in relation to 
the melodic movements, without exam- 
ining the subject of scales and intervals. It 
is presupposed that there is a close rela- 
tion or identity of the modern echoi with 
the old ones, despite the differences 
caused by the evolution of the melopoita. 

The starting point for my way of tran- 
scribing the Old Sticherarion and Heir- 
mologion is the close relation between 
the Heirmologion of Petros Lampadarios 
(18th cent.) and that of Balasios (17th 
cent.), especially in the Heirmoi of Holy 
Week. This period of the ecclesiastical 
year seems to be very conservative in the 
earlier as well as in later times. Thus, 
many melodies are preserved in the same, 
or almost the same form, despite the fact 


that the style of the melopoifa may have 
changed for the hymns of the rest of the 
year. We can conclude from the heirmoi of 
the Holy Week that Petros and Balasios 
followed a common tradition, based on 
the same or closely related formulas. 

Table A shows some heirmoi of the 
Holy Week from the Heirmologia of 
Balasios and Petros that verify this close 
relation (or identity). 
Se table A 

In Table B there is given an example 
of a formula in the Second Mode from 
the Heirmologion of Petros.'This formula 
is contained in the Heirmoi of Table A 
too. There are two forms of this formula: 
one ‘stenographic’, given by Balasios, but 
also found in the version by Petros, and 
one analytic’ given only by Petros. But in 
Table B we can see that for the heirmos 
and the troparia of the same ode Petros 
uses both the ‘stenographic’ and the ‘- 
analytic’ form. From the similarity of the 
music of the heirmos and the correspond- 
ing troparia of an ode, we can conclude 
that the ‘analytic’ form in fact is an analy- 
sis of the ‘stenographic’ one and that they 
produce the same music, a music through 
exegesis given by the Three Teachers. 
Se table B 

But this and other related formulas 
have counterparts in the Old Sticherar- 
ion and Heirmologion, as one can see in 
Table C.The earlier and later forms (note 
especially that of Balasios) have at least 
the same interval (‘phonetical’) signs. 
Therefore, they are likely to produce the 
same music. 
Se table C 

Table D presents some further exam- 
ples of the close relations between the 
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Table A 
Htrmoi of the Holy Week from HHirmologion of Batasios 
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Table A (continued) 
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Table A (continued) 
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Heirmologia of Petros and Balasios on 
the one hand and the and the old ones 
on the other. 

Se table D 


But also the Sticherarion of Petros con- 
tains formulas which can be found in the 
Heirmologion of Balasios and in the Old 
Sticherarion and Heirmologion, as can 
be seen in Table E. 

Se table E 


From the preceding material we can 
confirm, I think, the importance of the 
Heirmologion of Balasios as a guide to 
the transcription of Byzantine Chant. 
Another example will be useful. Balasios’ 
Heirmologion has not been transcribed 
by the Three Teachers, but there is an 
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exegesis of it in a manuscript of the 
Monastery of Koutloumousi on Mount 
Athos (No. 440), written in a stage of 
notation previous to that of the Three 
Teachers. Gr. Stathis gives two photo- 
graphs from this MS in his catalogue of 
the manuscripts of Mount Athos!. We see 
here the sticheron “Oore Hétep ina 
form of e From the MS of the 
National Library of Athens No. 946 1 
transcribe the same sticheron in two 
forms, ‘heirmologikon’ and ‘sticherarikon”® 
(see Table F). 

Se table F 


Table G shows some examples of formu- 
las from these stichera, including the exe- 
gesis of Koutloumousiou 440 and an exe- 
gesis by me in modern Byzantine nota- 
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tion (i.e. an ‘exegesis of the exegesis’ in whole tradition written in the short mel- 
Koutloumousiou 440 and other corre- ismatic style, i.e. the short Doxologies, 
sponding exegeseis), as well as a few addi- _ the short Polyeleoi etc. Only on this basis 
tional comments. can we, with the help of the theoretical 
Se table G treatises, accomplish a transcription of the 
Old Sticherarion and Heirmologion in 
It is necessary to take into account not short melismatic style. According to my 
only the theseis cited above, but also the opinion, this style permits the neumatic 
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Table D (continued) 
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Table F (continued) 
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Table G 
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Table G (continued) 
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characters to be performed in their full 
melismatic interpretation. 

As an example, and as a result of the 
theseis and their exegeseis from the Heir- 
mologion or the Sticherarion of Petros 
Lampadarios and from the Heirmologion 
of Balasios contained in Tables B-E, we 
can say that the (later) presence of anti- 
kenoma in theseis like (a) of Table H gives 
us the well-known endings of the new 
Sticheraric and the ‘new’ long Heirmo- 
logic style and, according to the examples 
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above, of the Old Sticheraric and Heir- 
mologic style as well. 

In addition, we can from the study of 
the sticheron “Oo.e Té&tep (Tables F-G) 
verify the close relation (or identity) of 
theseis like those of Table H (b) and (c), 
and, finally, we can show the possible 
identity of the syndesmoi (double apostro- 
phos) in the analysis of the tromikon. This 
could be taken as an indication for us to 
transcribe similar theseis in the same way 
(see Table H, theseis (d)-(9). 
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justified sign by sign according to the The structural relation between the 
rhythmical value and the cheironomic short and the long exegesis may by the 
function of each sign in the theoretical inverse procedure give us some indica 
treatises. However, the concept of synag- _ tion which, with the help of the theoret- 
ma (‘grouping’) is of crucial importance _ical treatises, can lead from the ‘long 
as it sometimes diminishes the time value __ exegesis’ backwards to the ‘short’ one, a 
of the signs (see Table I). procedure especially useful regarding the 
‘short exegesis’ of the Old Papadike (see 
co Table J). 
The ‘long exegesis’ do in many cases result 
from the short one by duplicating, quad- — D. 
rupling etc. the time values of the short Finally, there is a possibility of a syllabic 
melodic movements and, eventually, by or ‘mixed’ exegesis for a group of old 
elaborating and enriching the parts of the _ chants, for example the short prokeimena, 
composition. Through that procedure, the “Triadika’ of Lent a.o. (see Table K). 
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Notes 

i) The numbers indicate the units of duration according to the present musical theory. Each 
interval neume of the old notation without a subsidiary rhythmical sign has the duration of two 
time units. 

ii) The formulas in brackets are the later forms with red subsidiary signs. 

iii) After the = follows a transcription into modern Byzantine notation 


Table J 


Ds = =. Sy eee 
coding the lee values sit oives => 
oS 


Se Dublicating 


oo 


SS —s 


again we have: 
Oh See —~ 


= | or 


SS 


from the transcriptions of the Three Teachers, 


a — ee 
1a ~2> > 


€ bo TO 6TE ners To 


a 


€ ga mo ele rer €b EL eS Tt 

= 
4—SSa 
Ka 1g 70 ov 


Ka eG El EIS To ov 
ay Be = z No 
oa ee arm ee x2 > aes >.« 
Exampte From , Kate BuvOw rs ~, Axo a 
< = 
s N= ete. Se i ipa ay 
ems SS ae ee 
Tay x1 Two wo iw wav Ke - 
NSS =e lS 
= ee ee 


iy Bavys echos 
“AS SS Se ~~ 2 eee 
= === ee) = me 
a= 
aia kes oq aaaaaaa hee le € eg 
DNs) ~~ x Se ES 
~ === == Ser Ax 
Ss c se ayy es 
Sat Ss SS or Set ae oY 
i, - « 
= Re sae, ote Seen ima 
lagen = — =e = 
je eater STO SS ee ace 
° SS —_— > od 
y= = Sse, SS 
i ee eee Se i eI ES rae ey, ae 
bate —_—_— 
Example : From 1S TpostaxSév.~ 
< c peace hk = 
fez] ~~ SS aa NE eS SS aes 


Table K 


TTpowetpevov , aoe a= (ERE 2406) 


— 


Oe ee 


€ Voi To uu pl € “To € AE oSbovEd H pLasya fa 


~~ wae 2S aes 2 e+ x 
eed — 
WEep HT oa EN € € mia Sa) col. + 
b AX bs L 


Th Aya cn Merarn Teroa panos » Ipradiuoy axes 3 
See ee 
Wha Th ous pop dw ee 6! Tov a ow paty Bu va pe 


= = 
we an Ot en Se eee 
sh —— = op culann | 


w wv Tepas Yo € pav ym a UV poow a va To pe vor ct 


— = eee — St 8 


GY Ve Tp. Vou UN caer 2 

EVOL Gav You Tp: Ta PY w penn Se pat fl ey TORS 

aM wet — 2 et eS 
ee pa rt eee 


Tes Se erty te ob DE pe ee ves erupt ~~ Pz 
~ 


ee ee 
= 
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names are attributed by me. The 
of Koutloumousiou 440 signifying — 
sticherarikon’ reads:“To napov vndpyer 
pyotepoy ewtypévov pe ott— 
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